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Mike Huggins is a well-established authority on aspects of British popular culture, 
and sporting history in particular, in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries, with 
an especial although not exclusive expertise in the history of horse racing. His 
earlier works include Kings of the Moor: Yorkshire Racehorse Trainers 1760-
1900 (1991); Flat Racing and British Society 1790-1914: A Social and Economic 
History (2000); Horseracing and the British 1919-1939 (2003); and The 
Victorians and Sport (2004). In this new study, Huggins turns his attention to 
an earlier period, focusing on the social, cultural, and economic origins of what 
he describes as a “proto-modern sport,” both “formative and anticipatory” in its 
organization and participants (p. 6). Modern racing, in Huggins’s view, emerged 
not as a consequence of industrialization but owed instead to a variety of early 
modern developments including sporting professionalism, commercialization and 
increasingly sophisticated methods of financial exchange, and the emergence of 
a public sphere in which sporting records became an established feature. Regular 
newspaper reports of racing, including both advertising and race results, helped 
the sport to become part of a new leisure industry, and racing broke new ground 
in specialist periodicals, annual calendars that both summarized past results and 
publicized upcoming events. Coffee houses supported the betting market; certain 
public houses gained a reputation as “sporting” pubs. Following Stefan Szymanski, 
Huggins also emphasizes the role of “eighteenth-century associativity” (p. 11) in 
development of the sport, placing the history of racing within that of the club 
formation typical of the age.
The precise contours of a “long eighteenth century” are somewhat contentious 
and a matter of interpretation. Huggins has chosen to cover the period from the 
1660 Restoration of the monarchy to the end of the Napoleonic Wars, and “Late 
Stuart and Georgian England” might have been a better descriptor in the title of this 
book. But in terms of sporting history, the early start date makes sense, reflecting 
this study’s position within the history of popular leisure: the Restoration allowed 
a resurgence of activities prohibited during the Puritan Commonwealth. It also 
enables Huggins to contrast the Stuart monarchs’ love of the “sport of kings” with 
the relative indifference of their Hanoverian successors. 
To whom, exactly, the sport appealed is one of Huggins’s key preoccupations. 
In previous work he has been keen to argue for middle-class enthusiasm for 
racing, to problematize the standard view of a respectable Victorian middle class 
which eschewed the pastimes—or vices—of their social superiors. It was not, he 
has claimed, merely the upper classes who enjoyed the gambling associated with 
racing. In Horse Racing and British Society, Huggins continues to argue for the 
broad social appeal of the sport. He acknowledges that in the eighteenth century 
horse racing was “most important to the predominantly male political and rural 
elite” (p. 7). But he also argues that it attracted an urban bourgeoisie, including 
women, and that race meetings were consequently “pan-class” activities, drawing 
together rich and poor, urban and rural members of society and “articulating 
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vertical ties” (p. 8) that held it together. This particular sport allowed a “tacitly 
controlled cross-class mixing” (p. 279) in a way that pugilism or cricket, for 
example, did not. A similar argument was made by David Itzkowitz, among 
others, for the development of fox hunting, a sport which would also be linked 
in the public imagination with a quintessential Englishness. But that broadened 
participation and appeal came about later, whereas racing had been identified by 
the Morning Chronicle as Britain’s “ancient, authorized and national sport” as 
early as 1809 (p. 2).
Huggins’s exploration of his proto-modern sport falls into two halves. In the 
first three chapters, he focuses on the position of horse racing within eighteenth-
century British society as a whole: the place of “race week” in the country’s social 
life, the gambling associated with the sport, and the relationship between racing and 
politics. In the four chapters that follow, he explores racing’s particular subculture, 
including the issues of rules, organization of race meetings, the breeding and 
ownership of race horses, and the men who rode, trained, and cared for the horses 
themselves. As with Huggins’s earlier work, much of the pleasure of the current 
study lies in a wealth of detail that by now reflects a professional lifetime of pursuing 
the history of this sport. Historians not merely of racing but of eighteenth-century 
social and political relations as well as popular entertainment will benefit from the 
discussion found in the first half of the book. The second encourages interest in 
the personal politics of the institution of racing, from Huggins’s insistence on the 
need to explore the history of those who bred race horses as well as the breeding of 
the horses themselves, through racing as an element of the interaction between the 
Middle East and the Western world. His unique discussion of the people involved 
in the care and training of racehorses, stable boys and grooms as well as jockeys 
and trainers, contributes to our understanding of service in the eighteenth century. 
Some of the insights produced are both casual and hair-raising. One example 
in this regard is Huggins’s pairing of racing and fairs with the criminal trials held at 
the assizes and quarter sessions as spectator sports, forms of public entertainment 
that attracted similar, perhaps identical, crowds. In 1708, he comments, York 
Corporation “deliberately set up a yearly horse race post-assizes to bring 
‘advantage’ and ‘profit’ to the city”; in 1782, the quarter sessions at Winchester, 
having proved to clash with a race week already established, were opened but 
postponed for the duration of that week (p. 42).
While the “pan-class” appeal of horse racing in the eighteenth century is well-
argued, the cross-gender attraction of the sport is more open to debate, as Huggins 
admits. “Respectable” women may have enjoyed race weeks socially, and the less 
respectable undoubtedly benefitted from the opportunities raised for commercial 
sex. But organization of and participation in racing rested in male hands, and 
the available historical record indicates that few women had any real knowledge 
of the sport and that few participated in the betting found at race meets. Rarer 
still—indeed almost nonexistent in this age before the feminization of riding, if 
not of race courses—were females in the saddle. Social proscriptions preventing 
a broader female participation aside, on the gender front, more might have been 
made of the appeal of racing for male jockeys. In the eighteenth century, long 
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before the advent of the motor car, racing, hunting, and steeplechasing offered the 
thrill of speed not found elsewhere. 
Absent from this study is acknowledgement or consideration of the recent 
historical interest in animal welfare and animal rights, and how the history of 
horse racing might be placed within this new discourse—although reference is 
made to veterinary care. But on every other front Huggins’s text offers a great deal 
of food for thought in terms of further research into his subject.
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Cet ouvrage apporte une contribution fondamentale à nos connaissances sur la 
lutte territoriale dans le nord-est de l’Amérique du Nord avant le traité de Paris 
(1763), c’est-à-dire avant la conquête de la Nouvelle-France. La confrontation des 
différentes visions de ce pays est au cœur de l’analyse, les Amérindiens voyant 
là leurs terres ancestrales et les Européens, des possessions impériales. Lennox 
affirme qu’il s’agit d’une histoire liée à l’expansion européenne et à la résistance 
amérindienne, histoire complexe parce que « empires and Indigenous peoples 
fought both against each other and among themselves, and struck alliances as 
necessary » (p. 4). Bien définir et faire reconnaître les frontières d’un pays s’avère 
un élément incontournable, mais presque impossible à réaliser dans cette zone 
frontalière contestée (p. 7). Les communautés wabanakis, particulièrement les 
Mi’kmaq, occupent un rôle d’avant-plan dans l’ouvrage et, de ce fait, Lennox 
contribue à équilibrer une historiographie trop souvent teintée d’une mentalité 
colonialiste. Pourtant, il importe de souligner que l’analyse du pouvoir d’agir 
amérindien reste limitée en raison d’un corpus de sources officielles essentiellement 
européen. Ce n’est pas vraiment une histoire amérindienne, mais plutôt une 
étude des représentations des Mi’kmaq dans l’imaginaire européen et au sein des 
alliances. Lennox maîtrise bien son objet d’étude : son analyse de la cartographie 
qui vient étayer les diverses affirmations territoriales est impressionnante. Par 
exemple, l’analyse de la situation du poste de pêche à Canso démontre la diversité 
d’interprétations et le pragmatisme derrière toute revendication (p. 68-70).
Dans un premier temps, Lennox effectue une synthèse remarquable de la 
viabilité des colonies, du pouvoir des communautés amérindiennes et des rapports 
entre les différents acteurs dans la région de 1690 à 1709. Dans Acadia, Maine 
and New Scotland: Marginal Colonies in the Seventeenth Century (1981), John 
Reid avait déjà souligné que les Wabanakis détenaient la balance du pouvoir à 
cette époque. Mais Lennox renseigne davantage le lecteur sur les modalités mises 
en place par les Français pour régir la reconnaissance des alliances tissées avec le 
